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D. 79) had already been dealt with in letters Nos. 49 and 51.
nilarly the anonymous 'last message' attributed to Gandhiji
Appendix X of the Indictment) was already covered by Ms
eral denial that he had issued no instructions whatever
|ara 46). This so-called last message, as a matter of fact, is
,ly   an   assortment   of   pointers   from   Gandhiji's   All-India
bngress Committee speeches on the 7th and 8th of August,
|42,   as  recapitulated  by  the  present  writer  to   groups   of
pngress workers who came to Birla House on the morning of
, of August, 1942, and recorded by some of them!
Gandhiji left unanswered Chapters IV and V of the Indict-
lent which dealt with the nature of the disturbances etc. as he
|>uld not properly do so on the strength of one-sided state-
|ents and unauthenticated documents. The necessity of this
kution will be apparent from the case of Shri Krishnan Nair
rhose case was cited in the Indictment in proof of Congress
esponsibility for the disturbances following upon the arrests
|f prominent Congressmen. He was prosecuted for complicity
violence. The following interpellations in the Central Legis-
lative Assembly in this connection will be found illuminating.
Mr. Qaiyum in a question about Krishnan Nair, a Delhi Con-
gress worker, asked whether in view of his acquittal by the 'Lahore?
High Court, what amends Government proposed to make to him
for the statement made in the pamphlet Congress Responsibility
that he was sentenced to two years' rigorous imprisonment.
The Home Member said that Government did not propose to
take any action in the matter; it was open to Mr. Nair to take any
action to which he was entitled under the law.
Sardar Sant Singh asked if the Home Member was prepared
to withdraw the statement made in the pamphlet.
The Home Member: If there is a demand for another edition
I shall make a correction (Laughter),
Mr. Abdul Qaiyum: Will the Hon. Member issue a correction
slip as in the case of the Income-Tax Manual? (More laughter),
(Hindustan Times, Nov. 21, 1944)
Shri Krishnan Nair is still in detention under the Defence
j>f India Rules thus showing that the quashing of the conviction
does not help him so far as his discharge is concerned.
The question of responsibility for the disturbances is dealt
with in paras 67 to 73. The argument briefly is as follows:
Government had themselves admitted in the pamphlet
"Congress Responsibility for the Disturbances, 1942*43" that